Section 2
Comments and Responses

2.1 List of Comment Letters

Written
Section # Commenter Date Comment # Comment Topic
Comment #

221 Torres #1 Jess Torres 12/19/06 1 Stormwater runoff

Traffic level of service on
Luther Road

Traffic level of service at
Highway 49 intersection
with Luther Road,
eastbound

Number of traffic lanes
on eastbound Luther

4 Road; two lanes
merging to one. Luther
Road traffic congestion

Luther Road traffic issues

Luther Road traffic issues

Luther Road traffic issues

o |N|oO (o1

Traffic impact at project
entrance

Concern about a
roadway dip on Canal
Street, north of Luther
Road

Request for more-

2.2.2 Torres #2 Jess Torres 1/9/07 1 .
detailed street map

Traffic level of service at
the Luther
Road/Highway 49
intersection

Suggestion for
improvement to the
Luther Road/Canal
Street intersection
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Written

Section #
Comment #

Commenter

Date

Comment #

Comment Topic

2.2.3 Manis

Christina Manis

1/10/07

General concern about
increased traffic,
particularly on Highway
49, between Luther
Road and Bell Road

Concern for potential air
quality impacts from
new project residents

Concern for potential
reactive organic gas
emissions

Concern for potential
carbon monoxide gas
emissions

Concern for potential
release of asbestos into
the atmosphere

Concern for loss of blue
oak woodlands and
annual grasslands

Specific concern for loss
of native oak trees

Concern for potential
loss of special-status
species

Concern for loss of
wetlands

10

Concern for loss of
special-status species

224 PG&E #1

Jeremy Nickel,
PG&E

12/4/06

Concern for potential
stormwater drainage
impacts to Wise Canal

2.25 PG&E #2a

Robert
Steigmeyer,
PG&E

12/14/06

Concern for potential
stormwater drainage
impacts to Wise Canal

2.2.6 PG&E #2b

Robert
Steigmeyer,
PG&E

12/13/06

Concern for potential
stormwater drainage
impacts to Wise Canal

Concern for potential
stormwater drainage
impacts to Wise Canal

227 PG&E #3

Robert
Steigmeyer,
PG&E

1/11/07

Information about
property owner
obligations based on
grant deed
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Section #

Written
Comment #

Commenter

Date

Comment #

Comment Topic

Reference to
applicability of County’s
100-foot watercourse
setback ordinance

Request for additional
information about
project stormwater
drainage design

Concern for potential
stormwater drainage
impacts to Wise Canal

Reference to Federal
Regulatory Agency
authority concerning
construction near Wise
Canal

Reference to need for
PG&E approval of
construction near Wise
canal

2.2.8

Auburn
Indian
Community

Greg Baker,
United Auburn
Indian
Community

1/5/07

Concurrence with EIR
mitigation measure
addressing potentially-
occurring cultural
resources

229

Caltrans

Bob Justice,
Caltrans

1/11/07

Recommendation
relative to new traffic
signal at Luther
Road/Canal Street
intersection

Identification of an error
in Figure 3.11-2

Identification of a
formatting error in Tables
3.11-1 and 3.11-2

2.2.10

Public
Utilities
Commission

Kevin Boles,
California Public
Utilities
Commission

12/14/06

Concern about safety in
light of project’s close
proximity to railroad
tracks

2.2.11

Placer
County
Water
Agency

Heather Trejo,
Placer County
Water Agency

12/27/06

Recommendations
concerning piping of
Fiddler Green Canal

Concurrence that
domestic water is
available to the site from
a main in Canal Street
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Written

Section #
Comment #

Commenter

Date

Comment #

Comment Topic

Reference to the need
for a facilities
agreement with PCWA

Placer
County
Transportati
on

2.2.12

Stan Tidman,
Placer County
Transportation
Agency

12/21/06

Reference to the Placer
County Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan

Placer County Airport
Land Use Compatibility
Plan background
information

Information about
airplane overflight land
use compatibility

Request for inclusion of
a map showing airport
and compatibility zones
relative to project site

Suggestion that EIR cite
Airport Land Use
Commission

Reference to Airport
Land Use Commission
role in project approval

Reference to Airport
Land Use Commission
role in project approval

Placer
County
Sheriff

2.2.13

David Keyes,
Placer County
Sheriff

1/11/07

Suggestion for crime
prevention methods in
project design

Statement concerning
project’s potential
financial impact on the
Sheriff’s department

Placer
County Fire
Department

2.2.14

Brad Haurris,
Placer County
Fire Department

11/29/06

Project design
recommendations to
improve fire equipment
access and safety

California
Highway
Patrol

2.2.15

Rick Ward,
California
Highway Patrol

1/3/07

Statement concerning
project’s potential
financial impact on the
CHP

Statement concerning
project’s potential
financial impact on the
CHP

COUNTY OF PLACER
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2.2 Comment Letters

Individual comments have been identified in each comment letter with a corresponding
comment number in the right margin. Following each comment letter is the “Response to
Comments” page. Each “Response to Comment” page includes a summary of each numbered
comment followed by a response for that comment. Some comments have been grouped
together if they have a common response.

When the responses include changes to the DEIR, deletions are shown in strike out (strike-eut)
and additions are shown in underline (underline).

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 2-5 COUNTY OF PLACER
BOHEMIA SUBDIVISION



Section 2
Comments and Responses

2.2.1 Comment Letter #1 from Jess Torres

Torres #1
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Response to Comments from Jesse Torres, Letter #1

Comment 1 Response: This comment suggests that stormwater runoff should be addressed
per an existing agreement with the development immediately uphill. An analysis of potential
stormwater drainage impacts is contained in Section 3.10 of the EIR. This section includes
reference to the agreement between the County and the adjoining development concerning
conveyance of drainage. Additional, more detailed information storm drainage information will
be contained in improvement plans prepared for the project.

Comment 2 Response: The commenter is concerned that addition of project traffic on Luther
Road east of SR 49 may cause the LOS to deteriorate from C to D.

The Luther Road segment (east of SR 49), within the study, was analyzed as a two-lane arterial
with turn lanes (one lane in each in the eastbound and westbound directions). As indicated in
Tables 3.11-8, 3.11-10, 5-2 and 5-4 of the Draft EIR, the segment would operate at LOS C
based on the LOS thresholds identified within Table 3.11-2. The thresholds within Table 3.11-2
were derived from the information documented in the Transportation Research Board
Publication Highway Capacity Manual, Fourth Edition, 2000 and subsequently reviewed by the
County.

Comment 3 Response: This comment suggests that even with the addition of turning lanes on
Highway 49 at Luther Road, LOS F will still remain. Please refer to response to Comment 2.

Comment 4 Response: This comment expresses concern about existing lane reduction on
Luther Road resulting in traffic back-up. It is not anticipated that the merge situation would result
in spilling back the traffic onto the intersection of SR 49/Luther Road intersection.

Comment 5 Response: This comment expresses concern about turning movements at the
Luther Road signal. The traffic on eastbound Luther Road will be the same regardless of the
number of lanes on Luther Road. The Maita’s Entrance on Luther Road will be blocked due to
the eastbound Luther Road traffic. The gaps available for the outbound traffic from Maita’'s
Entrance on Luther Road will be more from two lanes on eastbound Luther Road when
compared to the one-lane. This is because the traffic would have the option of using two lanes
as opposed to one lane. Although the lane drop would create a merge situation, it is anticipated
that the two-lanes and the subsequent lane drop would aid in the circulation improvement.

Comment 6 Response: This comment expresses concern for traffic safety at the Luther
Road/Canal Street intersection. See response to Comment 5.

Comment 7 Response: This comment recommends additional lanes on Luther road, east of
Canal Street due to existing traffic volume. The project is conditioned for a installing a traffic
signal at the intersection of Luther Road/Canal Street per the County guidelines which will
improve safety. The widening of Luther Road east of SR 49 is not necessary from an LOS
standpoint.

Comment 8 Response: The commenter is questioning the adequacy of the EIR by pointing to
the lack of discussion on the primary project entrance within the EIR. The EIR discusses the
primary project entrance at length under Impact T-2 Emergency Access/Design Hazard section
on page 3.11-25 of the EIR.

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 2-9 COUNTY OF PLACER
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Comment 9 Response: The commenter is concerned about the winding dip (22 feet wide)
located approximately 100 feet north of Luther Road on Canal Street and also points out that
the project construction traffic would make the situation even worse. This matter will be brought
to the attention of the County road maintenance department for consideration.
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2.2.2 Comment Letter #2 from Jess Torres
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| Torres #2
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Response to Comments from Jesse Torres, Letter #2

Comment 1 Response: The commenter requested a detailed map of changes on SR 49 and
Luther Road. These are available for review at the County Public Works Department.

Comment 2 Response: The comment suggests that the LOS F designation at the Luther
Road/Highway 49 intersection is misleading, since this is a long-term problem that will only be
exacerbated by the proposed project. The following table provides the increase in both traffic
and V/C due to the addition of project traffic when compared to the respective no project
conditions.

Short Term Conditions Cumulative Conditions
(addition of project traffic) (addition of project traffic)

Roadway Segment - : - _
% Increase in Increase in | % Increase in Increase in
Traffic V/C Traffic V/C
Luther Road — West of SR 49 7.2 0.06 5.9 0.06
SR 49 — south of Luther Road 0.9 0.01 0.8 0.01
SR 49 — north of Luther Road 0.5 0.01 0.4 0.01
SR 49 — north of New Airport Road 0.5 0.01 0.4 0.01

Notes — V/C = Volumes to Capacity Ratio

Comment 3 Response: The comment suggests that the left-turn lane from Luther Road onto
Canal Street will need to be extended as a result of the proposed project. Also, Luther Road and
the bridge will need to be widened. The eastbound left 95" percentile queue for Cumulative Plus
Project conditions (worse case) is projected to be 175 feet. The existing pocket length is +135
feet (measured from aerials). However, there is 120 feet striped median on Luther Road
between the eastbound left turn onto Canal Street and the westbound left lane into the Maita’s
entrance. Thus, the eastbound left turn pocket could be extended by another 40 feet to
accommodate the projected 95" percentile queue length. This would reduce the striped median
with to 80 feet, which falls within the current industry standards (60 feet to 120 feet) for a
similar facility.
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2.2.3 Comment Letter from Christina Manis
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Manis

- | RECEIVED
Christina Manis JAN 0 2007

3527 Galena Drive #4 ENVIRONMENTAL COCRDINATION SERVICES
Auburn, Ca 95602

(916) 532-6305

Re: Bohemia Subdivision

As a nurse it is inherit that 1 protect the public from health issues, ensure
their safety as well as care for them. L am an individual that has devoted her
{ife to caring, protecting and healing the public, therefore I find it necessary
to confront your proposed plan at the Bohemia Subdivision. It is my job to see
that people are safe and I don't see safety as being an issue in this plan. The
first concern is the amount of motor vehicle traffics already in the area and
the increase of this traffic. The intersections of Beli Rd and Highway 49 and
Luther Rd at Highway 49 are two of the most dangerous intersections in North Auburn. 1
Everyday I see people running red lights; traffic stopped in the intersection
and road raged drivers. I have witnessed the elderly and disabled either hit or nearly
hit by drivers trying to get through a light, Working in a trauma center I provide care
for the many motor vehicle and motorcycle accidents victims of Highway 49.1
imyself have almost become a victim when time I'm riding my bike or walking through
the Beli Rd and Highway 49 intersections. My biggest worry is with the new proposed 257 new
homes in the North Auburn area between Luther and Bell Rd. This does not include
the commercial use projects in that same area, all of which are going to
compound an already problematic traffic issue.

3.2 Air Quality

Incongruities that 1 have found within the air quality and biological resources
are included in the following.

1n the air quality report section 3.2-14 states that, "development of the
project would also result in an increase in mobile source emissions from vehicle
trips by residents of and visitors to the project site. Landscape maintenance
equipment and heating/cooling systems of project operations would also cause air 2
pollutant emissions.” While in section 3.2-15 1t states that, "residents, once
developed, are not known to produce substantial concentrations of air
poliutants. ." It is known that indeed this residential area once developed will
send more air pollutants into the surrounding area.

Another area of concern is the pounds per day of ROG that would go beyond the
allotted amount. The threshold for Placer County is 82Ibs/day and with the new
development this number reaches 87Ibs/day in section 3.2-14. This is considered 3
1o be potentially significant and even more so when you are dealing with sensitive
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Bohemia Subdivision

age groups that will be affected by this concentration.

In section 3.2-16 it explains the localized carbon monoxide concentrations and
how that would affect the surrounding area. It states that this emission is both
on a mass base and localized. The intersection of Highway 49 and Luther Rd are 4
aiready heavily impacted by traffic and of course idling vehicles. Therefore, 1
find this to be a concern that the health of the residents near the project will be compromised
because this emission can, "accumulate and adversely impact the health of receptors that are located
within 100 ft of an intersection" Section 3.2-16.

Lastly, an item of grave concern is the amount of asbestos that is going to be
released into the environment once the construction activities commence, It is
well known that the foothills are fuil of asbestos and that those fibers when
released into the environment are toxic. It is stated that the current residents 5
as close as up to 30 ft will be effected from the grading and construction thereby releasing
and increasing airborne poliutant concentrations as well as the fikely release of asbestos. This
would be harmful if not detrimental to those individuals who already suffer from
compromised health issues or those who don't and now would.

3.3 Biological Resources

wild life section 3.3-7

"Blue oak woodlands and non-native annual grasslands at the project site pravide
foraging and nesting opportunities for several wildlife species of concern:" The
wildlife of concern includes raptors and bird species including, Cooper’s hawk,

Red-tailed hawk, Red-shouldered hawk, White-tailed kite, American kestrel, 6
Golden eagle, Western burrowing owl, Purple martin, Homed lark and the Yellow
warbler, All of which are species listed as "species of special concern” per the state
that in turn use this area for nesting and foraging.

Due to urban development and agriculture it has taken a toll on oaks trees. One
of which is the Blue Oak that is considered a heritage tree due to the size,
age, cultural value and historic value. The other two species of oak trees that
occupy this land are the interior five oak and the valley oak. Because of the slow
growing nature of these trees it is especially important that these large sized trees are protected.

The study concluded that there were a total of, "56 oak and heritage trees on 7
the project site” the remaining trees of other species were not included in this
number. 4 of these trees have a diameter at breast height of 30 inches or
greater and all are in good condition. The study neglected to include all trees
on the premises and in turn this information is invalid and inconclusive because
there would be many more trees than the figure of 56 destroyed, While replacing
the trees that are cut may be apart of the solution in the mitigation, it provides a false
sense of a solution when dealing with the problem. The trees that are going to be lost are those older
growth larger diameter trees that are of high preservation value and are those trees that fall
under the Placer County Tree Preservation Ordinance.
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It states in section 3.3-14 that the purpose of the ordinance is to protect these trees
and it is highty recommended by the committee that this be carried out. The
trees that both fall under this ordinance and that are located on the project
site include the heritage trees, trees that are 6 inches or greater in
diameter. The trees on this location site are in fact & inches or more in 7

diameter.
(Cont.)

The biotogical report is both outdated and demonsirates a number of
incongruities. 1 am requesting that the arborist report be done sooner than 7
years (report was completed in June 2000) and that the company that performs the
inspection not be affiliated with a construction company (Yamasaki Landscape
Architecture Planning and Construction) this leads to partisan information that
may not be accurately reported in favor of the developer.

In section 3.3-2 the report states that, "special-status species are those
species that have been listed as threatened or endangered under Federal
Endangered Species Act, California Endangered Species Act, or are of concem to
state or federal resource agencies or private conservation groups.” The findings
in section 3.3-7 concluded that the raptors and other birds were in fact
special-status species by the state. The report goes on 1o state that in section 8
3.2-7 that, "no state or federally listed threatened or endangered animal
species are expected to occur on the project site. In section 3.3-13 under
regulations it clearly states that the Federal Endangered Species Act, "protects
plants and wildlife that are listed by the federal government as "threatened” o
“endangered” the wildlife and plants that are listed as special species fall
under this regulation prohibiting the "taking” of them by "all persons”. So
clearly this project would not only break regulations but also destroy the
special status that theses species are granted by law.

The wetland report was performed in November of 2000, 7 years ago and I feel
that that this report needs to be more up to date. There is a seasonal wetland located on
the project site. Obviously there are regulatory actions that are required when destroying
wetlands as section 3.3-13 describes. However, my concern is that it is apart of
the Aubum/Bowman Community Plan policy to support the "no net loss” policy for 9
wetland areas. Tt is also a policy to minimize and avoid disturbing natural
terrain and vegetation in the design of any developmental project. Obviously
removing a 2,100 square feet area of wetlands is contrary to this ordinance in
the plan policy of Auburn/Bowman. Itis stated in section 3.3-19 that, “project development
will fill the seasonal wetland resulting in an impact to the 0.05 acre area.” This is significant
because it conflicts with the provisions of this.

So it is with great concern that 1 urge the representatives of my community to
represent my voice. Please pursue a no development alternative. Although a majority of these
cites are items that are not necessarily enlisted 25 endangered they are however state listed
species of special concern. Therefore to disregard these species by not protecting them then they will 10
inevitably end up on the endangered species list. Why not prevent that from happening and
Leeping such species around for our children to enjoy in person and not by photograph?

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 2-17 COUNTY OF PLACER
BOHEMIA SUBDIVISION



Section 2
Comments and Responses

Bohemia Subdivision

Both the bird species and plants (trees) serve a special purpose to our
community. The birds are what make Aubumn a bird sanctuary and the trees assist
in both providing people clean air to breath as well as homes for theses birds.
The seasonal wetlands provide water purification and help to control unintended
flooding in the area as well as a habitat for an array of species. In closing I
ask myself where have our morals and values gone as both a society and a community.
When will we as a community look forward past the financial of gains to the
environmental and public health gaias instead? What kind of role models are we
to our future generation when we disregard the health and lively hood of our
public health and that of the environment.

Sincerely, Christina Manis RN-BSN, AS-NS§, AS-B
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Response to Comments from Christine Manis

Comment 1 Response: The commenter's concerns about traffic safety in the area, and
particularly at the intersections of Bell Road and Luther Road with Highway 49, are noted. EIR
Section 3.11 contains a detailed description of existing traffic conditions and future conditions at
area intersections, using Level of Service as the method of measurement. The EIR describes
the contribution traffic from the proposed project would make to congestion at these
intersections. Thresholds of significance described in the EIR provide the method of determining
when an impact would occur. Where impacts are potentially significant, mitigation measures that
address the proposed project proportional contribution to the impact are recommended.

The EIR does not specifically use traffic accident data as a method of determining project
impact; however, it does attempt to identify roadways and intersections that may be hazardous
due to design. The high accident rate at the referenced intersections may be due to a variety of
factors.

Comment 2 Response: The commenter refers to the following sentence from EIR Section 3.2
Air Quality: “Residences, once developed, are not known to produce substantial concentrations
of air pollutants that would adversely affect adjacent land uses.” This statement is not intended
to suggest that future residents of the proposed project will not generate air emissions; rather,
the statement is intended to state that the proposed residents can be expected to generate
emissions at a level similar to other residents in the region. While resident’s activities can be
expected to result in emissions from a number of sources (e.g., vehicles and gas-powered
landscape equipment), only projected vehicle trips - and corresponding exhaust emissions - can
be measured with any degree of accuracy.

Comment 3 Response: The commenter suggests that reactive organic gasses (ROG) resulting
from the propose project will exceed air district standards. The proposed project is not expected
to exceed the County standard of 82 pounds of reactive organic gasses (ROG).

Comment 4 Response: The commenter suggests that carbon monoxide concentrations,
especially at busy intersections, will cause a human health risk. Higher concentrations of carbon
monoxide, a vehicle emission, can be expected at locations where vehicles linger, such as in
parking garages and at stop signs and intersections. The traffic volumes associated with the
project are not expected to result in high carbon monoxide concentrations in the area.

Comment 5 Response: This comment expresses concern about the health hazard posed by
serpentine rock that has been observed at the site. Section 3.2 Air Quality indicates that
serpentine rock, a potential source of asbestos, has been observed at the site. A mitigation
measure is included that reduces the potential health hazard of airborne asbestos to a level that
is less than significant. This approach to mitigation has been accepted by the County and others
as a sufficient means of reducing health risk.

Comment 6 Response: This comment expresses concern about impact of the project on
potentially-occurring bird species. EIR Section 3.3 Biological Resources contains a thorough
description of special-status plant and animal species that have a potential to be present on the
site. Although the site was previously developed, because the site contains natural features,
including oak trees and foraging habit, there is a potential for certain species to be present.
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Accordingly, the EIR contains mitigation measures to protect potentially-occurring special-status
species. The project, therefore, will not have an impact on special-status species, including the
birds mentioned in the commenter’s letter.

Comment 7 Response: This comment expresses concern about loss of oak and heritage trees
as a result of project development. EIR Section 3.3 Biological Resources contains an extensive
assessment of trees on the site that is based on a licensed arborist report, and describes those
trees, including oaks, that will be removed or otherwise impacted as a result of the proposed
project. The EIR includes mitigation measures that provide compensation for impacted trees in
accordance with the Placer County Tree Preservation Ordinance. Therefore, all potential
impacts to trees will be mitigated to a less-than-significant level.

Comment 8 Response: This comment raises concern about the potential impact of project
development on special-status species. See response to Manis Comment 6.

Comment 9 Response: This comment raises concern about the potential impact of project
development on wetland resources. EIR Section 3.3 Biological Resources contains an extensive
assessment of wetlands on the site and the potential impact of the proposed project on this
resource. Through mitigation measures that are consistent with County and federal standards
the impact will be mitigated to a less-than-significant level.

Comment 10 Response: The commenter's recommendation that the site not be developed is
noted. However, the site was formerly developed, is surrounded by developed and developing
land, and is designated in County land use plans for development.
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2.2.4 Comment Letter PG&E #1 from Jeremy Nickel, PG&E
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PG&E #1

LMaywan Krach - Fwd: Plan Reviews L Rooed
From: Planning
To: Edzards, Julie; Fisch, Alexander; Fleming, Gina; Heckert, Kathi; Krach, Maywan
Date: 121712006 4:08:00 PM
Subject: Fwd: Plan Reviews

>>> "Nickel, Jeremny E" <JEN8@pge.com> 12/4/2006 2:21 Ph »>>

Pacific Gas and Eiectric Company

Land Services Office

343 Sacramento Street

Auburn, CA 95603

Decembaer 4, 2006

Placer County Planning Department

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140

Auburn, CA 95603

RE: Proiect Plan Reviews:

Dear Placer County Planning Department:

PGA&E has reviewed the projects listed below and has the following comments:

PMPCT20060840, Randy Denniston, APN 063-021-061; No Comment

PVAAT20060831, Jacqueline Futch, APN 073-140-081; No Comment

PVAAT20060710, Sue Fisher, APN 047-042.002; No Comment

PVAAT20060835, Petra Wutzke, APN 037-280-003; No Comment

PEIRT20050174, Bohemia Subdivision, APN 052-102-012,013,017,025; PG&E's review of the potential
impact this project wiliimay have on the Wise Canal is ongoing. PG&E has provided comments to the
County and Developer earlier in the review process, and continues to address these various concerns,
with no resolution to date. PG&E will be sure to copy the County Planning Department with any additional 1
written correspendence to the Developer regarding our concerns. Until a "No Objection” letter regarding
this project is issued by PG&E's Land Services Department, the County should assume that PG&E's canal
safety, refiability and water quality issues are outstanding regarding this project.

PCPMT20060524, Jeffrey Fisher, APN 029-110-002; No Comment

PVAAT20060640, Kelly Anderson, APN 468-060-033; No Comment

PARPT20040629, Grosser, APN 062-010-011; No Objection, based on plans provided.,
PVAAT20060511, O'Flanagan-Gorre, APN 075-160-057; No Comment

PCELT20060821, Nextel Stonebriar, APN 023-260-026; No Comment

PMPBT20060828, Dono dal Cielo Vineyard LLC, APN 031-320-043; No Comment

PMBBT20060830, Quarry Pond Shopping Center, APN 048-083-024; No Comment
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Response to Comments from Jeremy Nickel, PG&E Letter #1

Comment 1 Response: The commenter’s concern for potential impacts of the proposed project
on Wise Canal are noted. This communication indicates that more comprehensive comments on
this issue will be contained in a subsequent communication. See responses to comments
contained in the January 11, 2007 letter from Robert Steigmeyer.
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2.2.5 Comment Letter #2a, (e-mail) from Robert Steigmeyer,
PG&E

PG&E #2a

LMaywan Krach - Fwd: RE: Bohemia Squiv?s_ion ) = T
From: Leah Rosasco
To: Maywan Krach
Date: 12/14/2006 10:17:43 AM
Subject: Fwd: RE: Bohemia Subdivision

Additional comments from PG&E...

Thanks,
Leah

Leah Rosasco

Senior Planner

3091 County Center Drive
Suite 140

Auburn, CA 95603
530-745-3000
530-745-3080 (Fax)
www,placer.ca.gov

»>> "Steigmeyer, Robert" <RLSz@pge.com> 12/14/2006 8:05 AM >>>
Leah,

| appreciate your assistance in ensuring PG&E's concerns are recognized.
In this case, | was wondering if you could advise me on how to best
obtain results of any review of the project drainage study/plan, made by
the County . I'm assuming the County plan check group must make a
tharough review of this information. Are these results public record?
PGAE's engineering staff has expressed concern regarding the
completeness and accuracy of this study and recognize the project site
hydrology presents a significant engineering challenge. We would rather 1
not get too deeply involved in checking this developer's study, but are
willing to have an independent consultant perform a complete review if
necessary.

This is above and beyond what we normally feel is nedessary, but in this
case, feel the additional expense and effort are warranted.

Any defect in the storm drain plan at this site would likely result in

the potentially dangerous and iliegal discharge of uncontrolled and
polluted runoff into the Wise Canal.

In the interest of clean drinking water and public safety, PG&E cannot
accept risk of this nature. ;

Thanks,

Robert

—--Original Message--—-

Erom: Leah Rosasco [mailtpdrosasco@placer.ca.govl’
Sent; Wednesday, December 13, 2006 3.56 PM

To: Steigmeyer, Robert

Subject: Re: Bohemia Subdivision

Robest,

| have forwarded your comments to Maywan Krach in our Environmental
Coordination Services division to be included with all of the comments
received during the Draft EIR review period.

COUNTY OF PLA
CER 2-24 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
BOHEMIA SUBDIVISION



Section 2
Comments and Responses

Response to Comments from Robert Steigmeyer, PG&E Letter #2a

Comment 1 Response: The commenter’s concern for potential impacts of the proposed project
on Wise Canal are noted. See responses to comments contained in the January 11, 2007 letter

from Robert Steigmeyer.
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2.2.6 Comment Letter #2b, (e-mail) from Robert Steigmeyer, PG&E

PG&E #2b

[ Maywan Krach - Fwd: RE: Bohemia Subdivision L Do
Let me know if you have any questions,
Thanks,
Leah
Leah Rosasco
Senior Planner
3081 County Center Drive
Suite 140
Auburn, CA 85603
530-745-3000
530-745-3080 (Fax)
www . placer.ca.gov
>>> "Steigmeyer, Robert” <RLSz@pge com> 12/13/2006 3.05 PM >>>
Dear Leah,
PG&E's review of the subject preject regarding protection of the Wise
Canal and associated fee lands is ongoing.
tn general, PGAE is of the opinion that the strormdrain detention basin, 1
related underground stormdrain infrastrusture and the tot fot all
constitute structures that create potential conflict with the existing
canal and shouid therefore be restricted from within the 100 ft.
setback
area.
Of primary concern to PGAE is the potential for contamination to, and
possible faiture of, the Wise Canal as caused by overtopping of the
detention pond, and reiated project stormwater runoff, during a majer
storm event. This concern is exacerbated by the fact that the walers 2
from the Fiddler Green canal are intended to flow into the basin in the
event of a biockage at the upstream, {northerly) end of the proposed
pipe, (encased canal}.
From the latest round of DEIR review and comments, (Appendix A), it
appears others share PG&E's concerns regarding content of the Fiddler
Green Subdivision Drainage Study dated March 2005. Please see letters
from:
* State of California Department of Transportation dated March
2005
& Placer County Fiood Control District dated May 2005.
: Placer County Department of Facility Services dated May 2006
B Placer County Water Agency dated May 2005
PGAE respectfully request a copy of the results from Placer County's
design review of the project drainage study.
Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please contact me with any
questions .
Sincerely.
Robert Steigmeyer
" tand Planner, Hydro Support
5555 Florin Perkins Road
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Response to Comments from Robert Steigmeyer, PG&E Letter #2b

Comment 1 Response: The commenter’s concern for potential impacts of the proposed project
on Wise Canal are noted. See responses to comments contained in the January 11, 2007 letter
from Robert Steigmeyer.

Comment 2 Response: The commenter’s concern for potential impacts of the proposed project
on Wise Canal are noted. See responses to comments contained in the January 11, 2007 letter
from Robert Steigmeyer.

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 2-27 COUNTY OF PLACER
BOHEMIA SUBDIVISION



Section 2
Comments and Responses

2.2.7 Comment Letter #3 from Robert Steigmeyer, PG&E

PG&E #3

Pacilic Gas and Techncaland Land Services 5555 Fhora Perkins Road
Electric Company. St Saczamento, CA 95826
' e e Pm%ﬁ)wsgﬁsm Fax: (016} 3665368
Hsz€iipga.com
Placer County
Planning Department
Environmental Health Division
Atin.: Leah Rosasco
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190
Auburn, CA 95603 .
January 11, 2607 FLANNNG DEFT.
RE: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Report — Bohemia Subdivision,
PEIRT 20050174
Dear Ms. Rosasco:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Bohemia Subdivision project,
(Project). PG&E owns and operates the Wise Canal and associate fee property, (Canal Lands),
which bounds this Project on three sides, namely the projects westerly, southerly and
southeasterly boundaries. In addition to the electric generation aspect of the Wise Canal, the
canal waters are a major source of domestic water supply for the City of Auburm and County of
Placer by virtue of certain water contracts with the Placer County Water Agency, (PCWA), and
the Nevada Frrigation District, (NID).

PG&E was the former owner of the portion of the Project property that abuts said Canal Lands,
namely Project APN 052-102-017. PG&E originally transferred this parcel to Simplot
Industries Incorporated by grant decd dated September 9, 1969 which is recorded in Book 1267
of Official Records at page 84, Placer County Records. Included within said grant deed are
certain reservations, covenants and agrees that run with the land and are now the obligation of
the Project. A copy of said grant is attached here for reference and convenience,

Included in the covenants and agrees are the following conditions that must be recognized and
upheld by the Project. Other covenants not listed here may also apply:

* Section {Z) on page 7 obligates the Project to maintain the existing fence, or similar, 1
along the common boundary between the Project and Canal Lands. The intent is to
protect the general public from intentional or accidental access to the Canal Lands
which is inherently dangerous due to the canal feature and its cold, swift waters.

* Sections (3) and (4) on page 7 obligates the Project to maintain all existing gates in the
existing boundary fence, and further provides the right for PG&E to install additional
gates for continued access from the Project onto the Canal Lands as desired by PG&E.

* * Section (7) on page 8 obligates the Project to not cause any pollution, contamination or
obstruction of the waters of the Wise Canal. In the event such pollution, contamination
or obstruction should take place, upon receipt by PG&E, the Project shail eliminate the
cause of said pollution, contamination or obstruction at its sole cost and expense.

COUNTY OF PLACER 2-28 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
BOHEMIA SUBDIVISION



Section 2
Comments and Responses

Placer County
Planning Department
Page 2

» Section (8) on page 8 indemnifies PG&E and holds it harmless from any and all loss,
damage, and liability for damages, whether for damage to or loss of property, or injury 1
to or death of person, which shall in any way arise out of or be connected with leaks, (Cont)
breaks, seepage and drainage from the Wise Canal onto the portion of the Project that
abuts the Canal Lands.

PG&E is of the opinion that the County’s 100 foot Watercourse Setback Ordinance should
apply to all Project features as opposed to only those that trigger a building permit. Project
features such as the stormwater detention basin, tot lot and certain other underground facilities 2
such as the sewer and storm drain systems are all incompatible uses of the Project lands when
placed directly adjacent to the canal and create the potential for issues related to public safety,
canal integrity and water quality. ;

PG&E is especially concerned by Project’s site drainage design and has requested detailed
drainage study information from the Project in an attempt to better understand the intended
design and potential impacts to the Wise Canal. To this date, the design information provided 3
would not adequately protect the Wise Canal from the possibility of pollution, contamination
and uncontrolled additional flows (storm water) that create serious public safety concerns and
are therefore unacceptable.

Per PG&E’s review of the Project drainage study, the following information is necessary to
properly evaluate the potential impacts to Wise Canal caused by storm water and by partial or
complete blockage of PCWA’s Fiddler Green Canal:

e Identify and provide data on all areas in the Drainage Study that contribute storm water
to the Project site. Specifically include basin D from the northeast, surface runoff from
Canal Street, and the 18" storm drain entering the property from the southeast.

¢ Identify pre-project and post-project flows from all contributing areas following Placer 4
County Storm Water Management Manual guidelines.

» Identify inflow and outflow from the proposed detention basin based on conditions
stated in the Placer County Storm Water Management Manual,

e Demonstrate that in a storm event and/or complete blockage of Fiddler Green Canal the
water entering the detention basin can safety be transported offsite and not cause
overtopping of the basin, thus entering the Wise Canal.

» Demonstrate that the storm water basin, storm water facilities, and storm water piping
are adequately sized to ensure no project drainage enters Wise Canal.

Since the Wise Canal is a feature of the overall Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) Project No. 2310 which grants license to PG&E for the generation of electricity
intended for use by the general pubic, the canal is contained by a project boundary that extends
75 feet from each side of the existing canal centerline. As a condition of said license, PG&E is 5
obtigated to notify and seek approval from FERC whenever significant improvements or ¢arth
disturbing activity occurs within the FERC boundary. The approval process can only begin
upon submittal of approved plans and can invelve up to 60 days. It would be inappropriate for
PG&E to seek FERC approval in a situation where PG&E itself did not approve of such
situation.
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Final conditions of approval for this project must include the provision that proponents of the

Project obtain a letter of no-objection from PG&E regarding the concerns listed above and/or

for any development within the 100 foot wide watercourse setback area, the 75 foot wide 6
FERC project boundary or that involves APN 052-102-017. Please feel free to contact me with

any questions or updates.

Sinéereiy,
Robert Steigmeyer ;
Land Planner

916/386-5091
rlsz@pge.com
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2113-08-1360

AFTER RECORDING, RETURN T0: FOR HECORDER'S USB ORLY .

Recorded 10-27-69 in Vol.
1367, page 84, in Dificial
Eecords ,of .Flacer. County.

PACYPIC GAS AND ELECTRIC CGMPANY, & Celifornim corporaticn, heveinafter

¢alled Pacific, hersby grente to SIMFLOT INDUSTRIES INCORPCRATED, a Utsh
corperetion, hersinafter colied Simplot, the veal property, situete in the
County of Placey, State of California, depeyibed as follows:

PARCEL I. She %.52 ecre parcel of land, situate in Bection 33, Town-
ghip 13 Horth, Renge B Best, M.D,B.& M., conveyed by H. T. Dyer and
wife $0 Pacdfic (Gas end Blectric Company by deed dated June 16, 1917
and recorded in the office of the Cotnty Recorder of sald County of
Placer in Book LT0 of Deods st page 199; excepting therefyam the
1.339 mcys parcel of land bounded Ty the line comsisting of twenty-
three (23) courses and described as begluning &t o point in the south.
erly boundary line of the ncrthwest quarter of the southeast quarter
of gaid Section 33 apd running ithensce

(1). nowth 1° 11° 20" emst 25 feet, mure or less, toa
point whick bears north 6° 381 0O" east 1375.86 feet
27em the 1-inch #teel pin {with punch hole) marking
the south quarter cormer of esid Bertlon 33;

said point being a point in the existing fenoe, extending siong the
vopterly side of Pacific Ges and Electric Compeny's canal traversing
gatd Section 33 and known as Wise Canalj thensce along the fence on the
westerly gide of said Wise Camal the following eeven courded,

2) nerth 6 00' 00" emmt 225,98 feet,

g north 9° 03' 00" emst 80,78 feet,
north 4° EQ‘ 20" esat 67.57 feet,

north 8° 53! 4O” east 13.3D feet,

€} north 2° 15' 00" east 60.6h feet,

) narth 11° 11°' 20" west 9.97 feet, and

B) north 2° 46 WO" east 57.31 feet;

thence lesving said fence mnd ruming
{9} north 3* 55° 20" west 38,11 fest t0 &
point kereip for convenience callad
Point "A";
said Point "A” baing & point in the fence aiong the westerly side of
gaidt Wise Cenal; thence aloug said fence

=

F. G.AE. cai
coPy
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(10} north 13* 05' 00" east 100 feat, more or less,
to0 8 point in the eouthessterly boupdery line
of the reilvoad right of way of the Scuthern
Facdfio Compmny traversing aaid Bectiom 333
mummmmmmmmnm
1ite of seid railrosd right of vay
1. ummmwmwm:mwammwu
{)fmeofm g tuilding loceted on the &
sifde of sald Wise Canal;

shente lesving the southesgberly boundlery iive of sald rallroad right of
vwmmiunmmmuﬂuhmﬁmmimm

(12) sowth 5° A1' 40" west 175 fuob, more or lees,
to = corper of said bullding;

thence leaving the face of sald building end rumaing

(13) south 5° 4h' KO" vest 17,52 feet 4o m point which
pears south 79° 3BT 00" east BL.35 fest distant
from sald Point "A";

1h) sonth ¢° ST hO" west 59,23 feet to a polut in the
o :mmmumdmaummmuxua:
ssid Wise Canel;

mmmumm«mrmmw

15) south 7* 06 207 west 116,65 fast,
south 30° 38' 20° west 8,60 reet,

17} mouth Bo® 50" 20" eswt 16,30 feet, and

18} south 2° 51 hO" west 14h.03 fest to
the corner of am existing bulldings

thence leaving said fence end mumning along the face of smid building
outh B® 26" 40" west 192.3h4 feet to m commer
Ga) :enﬂmwmudmmsmsunmtm
fence}

memmmmwnmmmuammm.mm
the following two COUXEeS;

pouth b5® 56' hO® west 17,08 feet md
fﬁ'i mﬁgﬁ' 00" west 25.21 feets

* thenee lesving eaid femce and rumning

mwlmummnwrmm
of ssid Bectiom 33

(23) Westerly spproximately T5 fest to the poimh of
beginning.

4hence along the »
sowthoast quarber
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II. The paroel of lamd, situate in 5843 Ssction 33, bounded on
#ide by the o amﬁ:ﬁﬁ‘hwm of sald Sectiom 33,

bounded oo the i8e hy the portheasterly boundary line
tb-molﬂ]ﬂcmﬁbynmmmmmemcmwm
State of Califeonia by deed dated September 84, 1945 and recorded in
wmmdumcwmmmhﬁumxmem-n
page TT, bounded on the northerly side hy the boundary lines
mmammumwmmmnmummmmn
quarter of ﬂw southeast guarter of said Bsction 33 azd bounded on the

eastarly sife by the Line consisting of uree (23) end
degeribed as mmmnammmmrwbmwmmm
amm.dthsmﬁhmtwunmﬂmmﬂwm
ing thence

(1) mth 1° 11! 207 west 55 feet, more or less,
dnd shich bears nm'thé' 58 00" east
somfmthelind:mlpdn{viﬁ:
ymmc)mmgmmthmmruw

of oaid Bection 33;

mmmmawmnmmtmmmammnm
exly side of esid Wise Canal; thence ruming elong nﬁmm Iollow-
ing six courses,

south 54 38¢ 00" east 15.06 feet,
south 12* 05 20" eewt 53,46 fest,

south 02" 40" enst 28,39 feet and
south 55* 13' 20" east 78,99 Teet to the
corner of an existing Puildings

thence lesving eald fepce apd running along the face of shid building
{8} south k'r 7% Lo» uatso.as fest to 8
of sald building and the beginning

oflmnutmsllonzmwm’a’"lﬂi
of sald Wise Camnlp

memmtmucexummmmwmmmmw
following two courses,

{9} south kh* 18" 20" emst 165,83 feet and

(10} south 58° 0" 00" esst 109.T8 Teet;
thence leaving #ald fence snd runniog

(11) south b7* 53' hO" enst 23,91 feet to the
corner of an existing building;
thenee yunning along the face of sxid tuilding
{12) sm:th 58* 58' 20" emst 130,33 feet tom
crner of eeld building snd the begiming
otmmnm fence extending slong the
westerly side of said Wise Canal;

mummnmuummmmmnmmm
following tem courses,

(13} eouth B1° b9* LO" east h.96 feet,

=1 hn £oa m
B
8
3
g
I

-3
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h mehg‘w'oo"mgégh
15) south 42° 20' 20" sust 188,48 fest,
mag'ﬁ'w'mss.ﬁm,
17) south 82® 44 00" east BO,30 fest,
16} vorts 820 271 00" esst 135.OL feet,
19 my‘g'a&:'mwﬂ. Tent,
south 25" Ob' LO" west 148,47 foet,
21} pouth 18° 39' 40" west 178,59 feet and
22) south 3° 30" LO" eant 151.B8 feeb;

thence leaving said femce and conbtimiing

(23) wowth 3* 39° 50" east TT feet, more or less,
%o & polnt in the southerly boundary line of
snid Sectiom 33.

Coutaining 17,266 scres snd being & portion of the mouth balf of the
asouth half of erld Bection 33.

PARCEL TIX., Beginning at an intorsecticn of fences on the sasterly
umalﬂ!ﬂmmmﬂﬁcﬂmlmmlm(ﬂﬂm
bole) marking the south quarter cormer of eald Bection 33 bears south
A% 51 Bo" yaet 1157.7h Teet distapt and rusming thence along the-

fepce extending along the sasterly side of said Wiss Capal

(1) north 35° 14 20" west 33T.81 fest to the
sorner of an existing tullding;

mmummmmmmnuuumnmm

{2) nporth 51* 06' 20" west 204.45 feet to & cornar
of sajd building and the beginning of an exist-
ing fancs axtending aloag the easberly wide of
said Wise Cmmaly

tmum-amfmntmnm;mmsnmgnmm
1he following:.dix cournes, X

f’; north h3® 05' 20" west 16.3% fest,

north b1* 17* 00" wesy 8,67 feet,

5) morth 41° 00 LO™ west 8,97 feet,

5} morth 35° 307 00" west 9.2h feet,

7Y morth 31° 22" 40" west 9.19 foet and

8} porth 31* kO' LO" wemt 7.54 fewl;

thanee leaving said fence end running

{9) north 7° 19" 20" vest 6T faet, mure or lesa,
taapommmumlrbwlmeaf
the southwest guarter of the southesst guarter
of said Seotion 33;

mmmmmmimmmnmnqm
of the Boutheast quavter of sald Bsction 33
aster 500 feet to & point
w0} mnh" WWW mkhl'!gﬁ' LO" esst from the
point of beginning)
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thence lsaving the northerly boundsry libe of the southwest quarter of
the scutheast quarter of said Section 33 sud running

(1) sowth 1° 26° 0¥ west 435 fest, more or less,
to the poizt of beglming,

Containing 2,882 scres, and being » partion of the southwest quarter of
the goutheast quarter of awid Ssstion 33.

The 1,339 scre parcel of land sxcepted from the parcel of land herein.
bafore described and demignated PARCEL I snd the lands bownded on the north
by the southerly boundary lise of ssid 1,339 acre percel of lesnd, bounded on
the by the nor berly t '_lmmﬁam:ﬁlﬁﬂhﬂeh:

‘before deseribed and dasiguated PARCEL II, bounded on the northeast by the
southwesterly boundsry line of the parcel of land hevelubefore described snd
designated PARIEL YIT and bounded on the east by the moutherly prolopgebion
of the eastorly bousdary line of ssid parcel of land designated PARCET IIT sball
hersinafter for convenlenoe be refexred to as "oanal lands",

Pacific further grants to Simplot, subject to the terms, conditicns snd
mmmm«utfm,mmw-m;namsm'a
improvements wof facilitiss, or poriions thereof, described on EXHIBET "X g
attached hereto and hereby made part hereof, which now exib withip the bowmd-
mmamcmm;wm,nm,mammm,nm-
mmw-wmﬁmemmuhmn,mﬁmwwrmeuﬂp
wmxmw,mumuhnmwmmmwm
tion of said facilities or improvements or chenge the dimensicns thareof so an
40 increase the arem of encroschmwent vithin said cenal lends.

Feqific alsoc gracte to Simplot the right to emter upon sald canal lands
for the purpose of () maimtaining mad repairing ssid fmpr and facilities,
and (b) replasing, reccustructing, maintaining snd repairing the existing fencs
#loug the boundary lines of sald cansl lapds or tructing naw fencing to re-
MWMWWMMMAW#Mmim
and mmy hereafter be removed,

Wﬂmmtﬂﬁi@htthlmtnmuupmmtomnm
nucmmwtwthnmmdmvummntumdewstmm
Tesl yroperty heveby myed vidch lies easterly of eaid cansl lands or amy

mmmawnwm,wwmmmm, in the vieinity

-5m
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of and ¢ontiguous to the reel property hereby conveysd.

HESRRVING to Pacific, its sutoesscr and assigus:

(n) the right of ingress to snd sgress from sl cansl lands and other
1ands of Pacifio adjscant to the resl property herehy comveysd, spd any rights
of wey ol ensmmants hersinafter described, by means of rosds apd lanes on
the vesl property hershy comveyed, if such there be, ctherwise k¥ such route
or routes over anf across the resl property hereby conveyed ss shull cccssica
#he least practicable dimage 8ol incemventence Yo Sfmplot.

{b) the existing facilities for the desion end & of
electric enargy together with the right to teuct, replace, >
saintain and use pedd feuilities end s right of vay thers along.

{c} the t tors and faodlities for tramuforming,

mmmmmwmmmmnmmm
foot Ty 16 foot aves enclosed by B fence and situste within ihe parcel of
mmmdmmmmnswmmm:mmwe@mxm;
WMIW#'MI.SEMW#MMMMIHGW
of land designsted PARCEL I, together vith the right to recomstruct, replace,
renove, maintaln sod use said facilitiss.

(n}mmwmtm.mmtmwﬁﬁmrmw
savsvats for, m,m(amm«wmmm-m), oainteldn
mmsmmm:nhmmmtmhsmmmw
4ing gns, with wmnmmﬂwulmmﬂathn- appliances and fittings,
and dovices for conbrolling electrolysis for use in conpection with said pipe
m«,mmqunsmmww,mmoau&tofm. within the
strip of land descrided as followas A

(1)hmmtwhmmmm¢mtkmotuh1&mfm & bound-

mu-mmlmumdwudrw&,tommmmw

5
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opinion of Pecific satd bullding, or portiom thereof, no longer forms an
effeative barrder to sccens to sald canal lands, then Simplot ebell comstruct
& fence of & type moceptable to Pealfic which will coincide with the bowndary
lines of erid oabsl lands as hereinbefore desoribed and will provent moceas to
said cenal landss

(2} all fences now existing slong the bomdaries of said canal lands and
the genersl easterly boundary of said 17,266 acye parcel of land and al) bridges
crossing over said canal, shall coukimue $0 be the property of Simplot snd
Binplot sball, at its sole cost and expense, xaintein sald fences and bridges
in their present locetions and In & good mod safe condition;

za)smwmummmmm,mwmenmw
ccastrvet, in the fences along the boundary lincs of said caual lends pro-
vidsd vith s looking devics for the purpose of keeping emch gote locked and
aball lock the gates om travaling through the pesssge way thereby provided,
Ihe locking Gevics shall contain two looks wod Proific shall heve the kedigo!
e look and Bimplot the key 4o the othar and ualocking efther Iock shall
pernit the opening of the gatep

{4) Facific ehall bave the right, froa tive to tims, to install gstes
nmnuﬂummmoimwmuﬁbdinm(a)-m
st such loostion or locktiens wa Pacifioc shall dsen necessary snd Simplot
aball ab &1l Sipes provide and maiztain sdeguste sccess to kIl geves in exid
fonces; ;
{5) Bimplot shall block or ctherwise cheiruct mny pmssage to sail canal
1ands through a1l Tulidings which form & boundary of sedd canal lands end shall
not construst any new opepings in said buildings which would persit scoess to
said capal lande;

(s)swmmwmwmummmmxmmﬁm
cama], 1ands without giving Paoific st least 58 hours nobice of Bimplot's desirs
sah&omsmhmkmuhwrom&mlmmuhmnmm
precticable demage to said omnsl lends snd with Pecific’s op
of madd cannl; said notlce shall bo given o Pacific Gus end Electrie Company,
3 Secremeato Street, Aulxrn, Cslifornis, Attenbion: Srperintendent Rydro

Profuction, Telephone BES-24TL;

ey

-
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(T) Bimplot shall conduct sll cperations on the resl property hereby
eonveyed, and agrews to conduch all cperetions on other 1ands vhieh Hlsplot
new owns or may heresfber acquire in the vieinity of and eomtiguous £o sald
real property, so sy ot to cause eny pollution, contamination, or obetrue~
tion of the vatsr in said carnl. In the event any such pollution, contaml-
pation or cbetruction shall result from or b caused by Bimplot's operaticus
then Bimplot shall, upou receipt of notice From Pavific ac %o do and &% its
pule coot and sxpenss, eliminate the cavge or causes of such pollutlon,
contaminstion ex cbetructlon; and

{8) Simplct shall indeunify Pacific ageinst and hold It barzless fron
any and all loen, demage, and liability for daseges, whether for dsnage 'bo
or logs of property, or injury to or desth of persom, which sball in any
way erise cub of or da connected with Bimplot's operations on said canal
land, and shall further inlsmnify Pacific against and hold it harmless from
all demage or Limbility for demage, whether for dsmage to loss of property,
or injury to or dssth of psrson, which shall arise gut of o ba connecied
with leaks, brewks, ssepage and draipage from seid Wise COgnal and from
Pacific's Middle Fiddler Gresn Ceual sftueted on lands of Simplot adjacent
to the resl property hereby conveywd.

A8 a conditlon %o this grant Bimplot has lcstelled certals drains to
prevent drain apt runoff waters from ite mill sod lumber stockpliss from
entering said Wise Ceual and without 1imiting the generality of the fore-
golng terms snd conditions Simplot agrees that gimplot will, at Slmplot's
sole gost and expeose, maintain said dreine, keep them fres and clesr of
a1l dsbris and upon request from Pacific so to do yeplace satd draing.

The Tesl property herety conveyed is ho longer becessaxy or usaful to
Pacific in the performance by it of its Juties o the pudlic.

The provieions hereof shell imurs 4o the benefit of and bind the successors
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and nssigns of the Tespective parties hereto, sud all nts shall syply
%o and yun with the land. '

1N WETSESE WHEEECF Peeific has 4 these presemts this__ 72X
day of, %ﬂfm,,;’_.,u PR .

ARRROTED BT RAIC VCDUIE_W“
P

(s (2,

&

EIMFLOT TNIXGTRIES INCORPCRATHD herely accepts the foregoing grapt sub-
Jeet to the terme apd conditions therein and agreen to all the covenants
thernin sst forth.

1
e PR"VW‘Aa’“\%} é-zw

APPROVED BT I APFROVED
Tion Prevident — Exgiveerine IR LAY %F’.

i
A
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anazos x4e seRsORATIDN i
STATR ovn;n% ; -

Cownty o1 Ada
Onths_ 209 gy September in the yeor 1909, betore me, . DOKAA. Lo Blapangh
3 Notory Public in ond for the a0 Ads Covaty, duly commissionsd owd isors, appacred
" John M. Dahl

Vice President

‘ﬂﬂ?bm!nhﬂw

|
af the on that exrcuied the clihin & and 1o be the perton_ whe txecuted the

i Enirument on behclf of mud corporation thersin nomed, and vchewdedasd to me ot pich
rporadic bed tha b prsuani b $ta by-lmes or a resolntion of its board of
diraciors,
1 WITNESS WHEREOF, I have herewnto sst my hund ond offzed my offtiol reol in
the o Gty of o BB8 edoyond
e,
Idaho
Wylary Public in and jor e County of Ada. Statr of THHHE
.{,r it april 22, 1970 . : -
W40 249 OORPORATION:
STATE OF GALIFORNIA -
ty and o . San Francisco =
e d2th gy Sepbevber in the yemr 1953, iufore me, Lu2C211e Pullen
Clty and oy, duly dssioned aud ruern, lly oppesred

o Notery Pudlic in and for the soid

J. G, Swith snd D. B. Allison

A PR T Freriteni-Fardorna] ARG UeDEral SCivices &nd El¢ Aseistant
ey TECFetALY, TeSpeCtively,
of the covparation thal exscuted the withé and b0 b the perscn Sho execused the

0id ingirament on n.mqwcmmmmm,ﬂgmmnuwm
mm-wwmmkmﬂm!kmm«om&«dﬁwv[

s e oottt
LUCILLE MULLE;IR direetors.
ARY PUBLIC- GALIFORNIA
mg‘ghzlcmﬂ;“h OF N WITNESSW{IBRBG)?,!MM”I”MMWWMM&
SAN FRANCISCO e City snd Conmty of San Iraccisco i

A

ueille Mulien

City ond ¢ San_Irancisco State o Celtfornd
e R Y

Jabary Public i1 ond for the
'y Ci Bapires
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Response to Comments from Robert Steigmeyer, PG&E Letter #3

Comment 1 Response: The commenter’'s explanation of it past ownership of and continuing
easement rights over portions of the project site are noted. Issues addressed and conditions
contained in the grant deed do not raise environmental issues requiring response.

Comment 2 Response: This comment expresses concern about the proximity of recreational
facilities to the Wise Canal and potential impacts on public safety, canal integrity, and water
quality. The basketball hoop and play structure that are proposed within Lot D are located 60
feet and 73 feet from the centerline of the Wise Canal respectively. PG&E states that they are of
the opinion that the tot lot constitutes a structure that creates a potential conflict with the existing
canal and should therefore be located outside the 100 foot setback; however, they cite their
primary concern as contamination to and failure of the canal as a result of improvements
unrelated to any structures within the tot lot. Although PG&E does not state that they are
concerned that structures in the tot lot will actually cause contamination to or failure of the canal,
in order to ensure that the canal is not impacted by contamination from uses on the tot lot, all
drainage from the tot lot will be directed away from the canal. This should reduce any water
guality impacts resulting from the location of the basketball hoop and play structure to less than
significant. While the structures located in the tot lot would not create a significant impact on
water quality or canal integrity, there is a potential impact regarding public safety. Mitigation
Measure SAFE-1 addresses this potential impact by requiring a six-foot high chain link fence be
constructed along the perimeter of the canal.

Stormwater detention basins and underground utilities are not considered structures and
therefore are not required to meet the County’s 100-foot watercourse setback. It is the County’s
opinion that the construction of these facilities will not create any significant impacts to the
canal’s structural integrity. Construction of impervious surfaces could also increase the
potential of degrading water quality by allowing surface runoff containing pollutants from
vehicles, fertilizers, pesticides and herbicides to enter downstream waterways. Implementation
of the recommendations contained in the drainage reports, erosion control plans, storm water
pollution prevention plan and the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System program will
help reduce the potential impacts to water quality. Furthermore, minimizing impervious
surfaces, construction of specially designed catch basins, vaults and filters can reduce the
overall potential of water quality impacts to less than significant.

Comment 3 Response: Here and in previous correspondence cited in this Final EIR the
commenter expresses concern about potential adverse impacts to Wise Canal from stormwater
runoff. The comment is not specific as to whether the concern is focused upon potential
construction-related effects or long-term effects once the project is developed and occupied, or
both.

EIR Section 3.10 Surface Hydrology and Water Quality contains a lengthy discussion of
potential stormwater impacts, including the potential for impacting water within Wise Canal:
Impact SHWQ1 addresses potential impacts during site grading and residential construction.
Four mitigation measures are recommended to address and fully mitigate the potential impact to
a less-than-significant level.

Impact SHWQ 2 addresses the potential for additional impervious surfaces resulting from
proposed project development to increase the volume of stormwater runoff leaving the site and
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exceed the capacity of conveyance facilities. This impact statement concludes that as a result of
detention basins proposed as part of the project and with the implementation of mitigation
measures required for Impact SHWQ 1, the potential impact of increased stormwater volume
will be less than significant.

Impact SHWQ 3 specifically addresses potential long-term, ongoing stormwater drainage
impacts resulting from occupation of the proposed project, including the possibility that
household, automotive, and landscape chemicals could be washed offsite. Two additional
mitigation measures have been included to address and fully mitigate this potential impact.

Stormwater drainage is also addressed from a cumulative impact perspective in Section 5.0 of
the EIR.

Preliminary drainage studies are required during the environmental review process and final
drainage reports are required prior to approval of the construction plans. The proposed
underground storm drain system will be designed to carry the 10-year storm event from the
project site plus the 25-year storm event from Country Club Estates Phase 1. In the event of
the 100-year storm event the detention basin will have capacity to handle the peak flows.

It is the EIR author’s opinion that Section 3.10 of the EIR fully describes stormwater drainage
systems proposed by the applicant and provides a comprehensive description of potential offsite
impacts. The EIR proposes five mitigation measures that will become conditions of project
implementation. More-detailed information about the proposed storm drainage system, which
must comply with mitigation measures in the EIR, will be contained in subdivision improvement
plans prepared by a licensed civil engineer that must be reviewed and approved by the County
Public Works Department before construction begins. Also, as required by CEQA, the mitigation
measures will be subject to the Mitigation Monitoring Program included in the EIR.

Comment 4 Response: PG&E’s request for additional information is noted and has been
conveyed to the Placer County Public Works Department. Also, see response to Comment 3.

Adequate information has been provided with the preliminary drainage report and in the EIR to
determine the potential impacts from this project as measured from baseline (existing)
conditions will be less than significant. All tributary areas have been adequately defined with an
analysis comparing pre- and post-development flows. Post-development peak flows will be
detained to pre- development (base line) conditions. A final and more detailed drainage report
will be required to be submitted with the project’s construction plans.

Comment 5 Response: Comments concerning the need for PG&E to obtain Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (FERC) approval for projects within 75 feet of the centerline of Wise
Canal are noted.

Comment 6 Response: The commenter’'s statement that the project proponents will need to
obtain a letter of “No Objection” from PG&E is noted.
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2.2.8 Comment Letter from Greg Baker, United Auburn Indian
Community

Auburn Indian Community

@ @ ® @ @

MIwWOK  United Aubuen indizn Community
MAIDY  of the Auburn Rancheria

JESSICA TAVARES JULEE HUFF Dawvio KEYSER DOLLY SUEHEAD GENE WHITEHOUSE
CHAIRPERSON VICE CHAIR SECRETARY TREASURER CounciL MEMaER

January 5, 2007 RECEIVED

Placer County JAN 11 2007
Maywan Krach 7

Community Development Resource Agency mamm;u,
Environmental Coordination Services %
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190

Auburn, CA 95603

Subject: Bohemia Subdivision Draft Environmental impact Report (DEIR)
Dear Ms. Maywan:

Thank you for providing the above referenced document. The United Auburn Indian
Community (UALC) is comprised of Miwok and Maidu people whose traditional
homelands include portions of Placer and Nevada counties, as well as some surrounding
areas. The Tribe is concerned about development projects within ancestral territory that
have potential to impact sites and landscapes that may be of cultural or religious
significance. We appreciate the opportunity 1o comment on this and other projects in
your jurisdiction.

We have reviewed the DEIR and understand that no cultural resources have been

identified in the project area. The Tribe supports the proposed mitigation measures for
addressing inadvertent discoveries. In the event that previously unidentified prehistoric 1
resources or human rernains are found during project implementation, we ask that UAIC

be contacted immediately..

Thank you for involving the Tribe in the planning process. We look forward to receiving
the Final EIR upon its completion. Piease contact Sheiiey McGinnis, Analyiical
Environmental Services at (916) 447-3479 should you have any questions.

Greg Baker
Tribal Administrator

CC: Sheliey McGinnis, AES

Tribsi Office + 575 Menlo Drive, Suite 2 + Rocklin, CA 95766 + {915) 663-3720 + FAX (318} 863-9727
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Response to Comments from Greg Baker, Auburn Indian Community

Comment 1 Response: The commenter's acknowledgment of conclusions contained in the
Cultural Resources section of the EIR and concurrence with the mitigation measure are noted.
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2.2.9 Comment Letter from Bob Justice, Caltrans
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i Maywan Krach - Caltrans Comments on Bohemia Subdivision

Caltrans

Page 1

From: Bob Justice <bob_justice@dot ca.gov>

To: <mkrach@placer.ca.gov>

Date: 1/44/2007 10:09:14 AM

Subject: Caltrans Comments on Bohemia Subdivision
Maywan:

Caltrans does not have major comments for the subject project, but we offer
the following minor comments, recommendations, etc.

The proposed traffic signal at the Luther Road/Canal Street intersection
will be about 700 from the existing signalized intersection at Route
49/Luther Road. This is good spacing, but the County should require that
the new signal be coordinated with the existing signal.

The six intersections shown on Figure 3.11-2 do rot correspond with the
five intersections listed and referred fo on the following pages. This

is confusing and should be corrected. On Figure 3.11-2 the difference in
mainline traffic volumes between {1) S.R. 4/New Airport Road [2079 NB,
2055 SBJ and {2} S.R. 49/Hulbert Way (North) {2196 NB, 2150 SB] is not a
targe percentage difference, but should be checked for accuracy.

Tabies 3.11-1 and 3.11-3 refer to Boided entries, but none of the
entries operating at a deficient LOS are bolded.

Please request the project proponents submit future Design Drainage
Plans and Project Drainage Reports to the Caltrans Hydrology Office for
review and comment prior to final approval of the project. Documents
and questions regarding hydraulic issues may be addressed to Mr. Mike
DeWall, 703 B Street, Maryville, (530} 741-40586.

Thanks.

Bob Justice

Office of Transportation Planning--East
Caltrans District 3, MS-15
916-274-0616

CALNET 8-436-0616
bob.justice@dot.ca.gov

cc: Marty Earles <marty_earles@dot.ca.gov>, Mike DeWall <mike_dewall@dot ca.gov>
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Response to Comments from Bob Justice, Caltrans (e-mail)

Comment 1 Response: This comment addresses the location and spacing of the proposed
traffic signal at the Luther Road/Canal Street intersection with signal at Luther Road/Highway
49, and suggests that the signals be coordinated. The signal at the Luther Road/Canal Street
intersection would be coordinated with the SR 49/Luther Road intersection, should the County
recommend it.

Comment 2 Response: This comment identifies an error within Section 3.11 of the Draft EIR.
Text within Section 3.11 of the EIR has been modified to reflect the change. There is an error in
the Figure 3.11-2 and the figure has been revised to reflect the changes. The analysis within the
Draft EIR was evaluated with the volumes indicated in the revised figure, so a revised analysis
would not be required.

Comment 3 Response: This comment identifies a formatting error in Section 3.11 of the Draft
EIR. Text within Section 3.11 of the EIR has been modified to reflect the change.
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2.2.10 Comment Letter from Kevin Boles, California Public Utilities

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Commission

IPublic Utilities Commission

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Govemor

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA $4102-3288

December 14, 2006

Leah Rosasco

County of Placer

3091 County Center Dr., Ste. 190
Auburn, CA 95603

Dear Ms. Rosasco:

Re: SCH #2005042135; Bohemta Subdivision

As the state agency responsible for rail safety within California, we recommend that any
development projects planned adjacent to or near the rail corridor in the County be planned with
the safety of the rail corridor in mind. New developments may increase traftic volumes not only on
streets and at intersections, but also at at-grade highway-rail crossings. This includes considering
pedestrian circulation patterns/destinations with respect to railroad right-of-way.

Safety factors to consider include, but are not limited to, the planning for grade separations for
major thoroughfares, improvements to existing at-grade highway-rail crossings due to increase in
traffic volumes and appropriate fencing to limit the access of trespassers onto the railroad right-of-
way. Of particular concem is the impact from increased traffic on the existing highway-rail at-
grade crossing on Luther Road.

The above-mentioned safety improvements should be considered when approval is sought for the
new development. Working with Comemission staff early in the conceptual design phase will help
improve the safety to motorists and pedestrians in the County.

If you have any questions in this matter, please call me at (415) 703-2795.

Very truly ):ours, . ;
D

Kevin Boles

Utilities Engineer

Rail Crossings Engineering Section
Consumer Protection and Safety Division

cc: Jim Smith, UP
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Response to Comments from Kevin Boles, California Public Utilities Commission

Comment 1 Response: The commenter's concerns for safety issues associated with close
proximity of the proposed project to railroad tracks are noted. EIR Section 3.9 Safety, in
recognition of this potential safety hazard, contains a mitigation measure requiring the erection
of a chain link fence between the railroad right-of-way and the project site. With installation of
the fence, the potential impact is reduced to a less-than-significant level.
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2.2.11

Placer County Water Agency

Placer County Water Agency

A Pnbl;;Agemcy

BOARD QF DIRECTORS

Business Center: 144 Ferguson Rd. » Mail: P.O. Box 6570 « Auburn, California 95604-6570 Pauline Roccucci = Alex Ferreira
(530) 823-4850 800-464-0030 www. pcwa.net ? Qtis Wollan « Lowell Jarvis
Michael R. Lee

David A. Breninger, General Manager
Ed Tiedemann, General Caunsel

December 27, 2006
File No. WA/ Aubum

RECEIVED
Maywan Krach

JAN § § 2007
Placer County Community Development/Resource Agency
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATION SERVICES
Auburn, CA 95603 p :

SUBJECT: Draft Envitonmental Impact Report for Bohemia Subdivision (PEIR 20050174}

Drear Ms. Krach,

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
PBohemiz Subdivision. Placer County Wates Agency (PCWA) has reviewed the information and has the following

comments discussed below:

As discussed in the EIR, the Agency's Fiddler Green Canal traversing the project area would be required o be
encased in pipe. Mitigation measure PUB-1b discusses the construction of a trash rack, spill with drainage to
an acceptzble storm drain and associated easements. The detention basin and storm drain design should be
adequate to completely capture all site flows potentially associated with 2 significant storm event and a partial 1
or complete Fiddler Green ovetflow to fully protect the Wise Canal which is adjacent to and down slope of
this project. The canal must remain in service until the replacement piped canal is in service. The work will
be done by the Applicants contractor under direct inspection of Agency personnel. All cost of the
encasemnent/construction will be borne by the Applicant.

Water can be made svailable to the project from the Agency's 87 treated water main in Canal Street. 2

In order to obtain service, the developer will have to enter into a facilities agreement with the Agency to provide
any on site or off site pipelines or other facilities if they are needed to supply water for domestic or fire protection
puzposes and pay all fees and charges required by the Agency, including the Water Connection Charges. The
Agency does not reserve water fOr prospective customers and this letter in no way confers any right or enttlement 3
to receive water service in the future. The purpose of this lerter is to appase you of the current status of water
availability from the Agency’s treated water system at the location specified above. The Agency makes
commizments for service only upon execution of & facilities agreement and the payment of all fees and charges
required by the Agency. All water availability is subject to the limitations described above and the prior use by

exISTNG CUSIOMETS.

If you have any questions, please call me at the Engineering Department at (530} 823-4886.

Sincerely

¥

C/.-j et jz.\gr P

Heather Trejo
Envitonmental Specialist

HTly

Z\EngFiles\WANOSZ- 102012, €13, 017, 125.doc

Warer “Our Most Precious Resource”

Comment Letter from Heather Trejo, Placer County Water
Agency
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Response to Comments from Heather Trejo, Placer County Water Agency

Comment 1 Response: The commenter’s statements about proposed encasement of Fiddler
Green Canal and related requirements of PCWA are noted.

Comment 2 Response: The commenter notes that domestic water service will be extended to
the project site from an 8-inch water main within Canal Street.

Comment 3 Response: The commenter's reminder to the project proponent that a facilities
agreement with PWCA will be required is noted.
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2.2.12 Comment Letter from Stan Tidman, Placer County
Transportation Agency

Placer County Transportation

PLACER COUNTY
TRANSPORTATION xéggj\«;wbm
PLANNING AGENCY @ ECEIVER S
J 3 City of Colfax
lm DEC 27 2006 Gt
MIGUE L UCOVICH
Town of Loomis
FLANNING DEPT iy of ok
December 21, 2006 el el
TED CAINES
JipA HOLMES
Placer County
RO MOINTYRE
Citizen Representative
CELIA MCADAM
Executive Director

Leah Rosasco

Placer County Planning Department
3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, CA 95603

Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
for the Bohemia Subdivision
Auburn Municipal Airport Land Use Compatibility

Dear Ms. Rosasco:

Proposed Project

Placer County prepared a DEIR for the redevelopment of the former Bohemia
Limber Company site for a 114-lot residential development over approximately
18.5 acres. Permits required for the proposal include a General Plan/Community
Plan Amendment, rezoning, and subdivision/tentative map approval.

The site is located in north Auburn and is bounded by SR 49, Union Pacific
Railroad, and Canal Street (AP 052-102-012/013/017 and a portion of 025). It is
located in the Auburn Municipal Airport's Influence Boundary (see attached map).

Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC)

Placer Counly Transportation Plarning Agency (PCTPA) is the regional
transportation planning agency for Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe
Basin. PCTPA also acts as the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for the
public use airports in Placer County - Auburn Municipal, Blue Canyon, and
Lincoln Regional. Generally, an ALUC's charge is to prepare/adopt airport land
use compatibility pians and to promate land use compatibility.

299 Nevada Street + Auburn, CA 95603 - {530; 823-4030 - FAX B23-4036
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Leah Rosasco, Placer County Planning Department
December 21, 2006
Page 20of 4

Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP)

The ALUC adopted the Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
(ALUCP) in October 2000 {see PCTPA’s web site -- www.octpa.org ~ Project
Library). It establishes land use compatibility criteria and zones around an airport
based on noise, safety, airspace protection, and overflight provisions.

State law (Public Utilities Code, Section 21670) requires each local agency with
jurisdiction for land uses within an ALUC's planning area to modify its general
plan and specific plans to be consistent with airport land use compatibility plans.
Once a local agency satisfies this consistency requirement, the ALUC's authority
to review proposed projects becomes more limited.

To date, Placer County has not completed this requirement!: In the interim, the
County refers alt development proposals within the airport's influence area to the
ALUC for consistency determinations. The ALUC consistency determination is
required before a local jurisdiction takes action on a proposed project.

ALUCP Background

The project site is approximately one and one-half miles south of the airport
runway's west end. 1t is in the airport’s Compatibility Zone D (Other Airport
Environs). Areas in Compatibility Zone D are sometimes overflown by aircraft
arriving and departing the airport. Hazards to flight are usually the only
compatibility concern. The ALUCP's Primary Compatibility Criteria (Table 2A)
summarizes maximum residential density/use intensity, prohibited uses, and
other development conditions. 4

Noise. The project site is located outside of the airport’s noise contours. There
are no specific ALUCP noise provisions that apply to the proposal.

Safety. The intent of the ALUCP’s safety provisions is to minimize the risks
associated with an off-airport accident or emergency landing. Safety issues
involve Maximum Densities/Intensities and Open Land. There are no maximum
density or open space requirements for Compatibility Zone D.

Airspace Protection. The ALUCP requires an airspace review by ALUC staff
for structures greater than 150™-high in Compatibility Zone D. To be consistent
with ALUCP airspace protection provisions, the proposal must document that any
proposed structures will not exceed 150'- in height ~ otherwise an ALUC
airspace review will be required.
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Page 30of 4

Overflights. Overflight compatibility concerns encompass a combination of
noise and safety issues. There is no overflight requirement for Compatibility

Zone D.
. " 3

General Note: the ALUC staff recommends that anyone intending to offer land
for sale or lease with the airport's influence area to disclose this fact. California’s
Business and Professions Code (Section 11010) and Civil Code (Sections
1102.6, 1103.4, and 1353) specify required disclosure for certain actions. See
www.leginfo.ca.gov/calaw (Find California Law).
DEIR Comments

. 1. The DEIR should provide a figure illustrating the project site and its location lo 4

Auburn Municipal Airport influence Area Boundary and compatibility zones.
The DEIR should summarize all applicable ALUCP compatibility criteria.

2. The DEIR should also cite the ALUCP requires that an ALUC consistency 5
determination must be completed on a proposed project before local agency
approval.

3. DEIR page 1-6 cites the ALUC will review the proposed project to determine
whether the proposed project is compatible with the ALUCP. This 6
consistency determination is to be made once the proposed project is
finalized based on the DEIR comments and any other modifications.

4. The DEIR Reference Chapter 6.0 should cite the Placer County ALUCP and 7
the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the DEIR and your interest in
planning for compatible land uses around the Aubum Municipal Airport. If you
have any questions, please call Celia McAdam, PCTPA Executive Director, at
530.823.4030 or me at 530.823.4033.

Sincerely,

/'J,fm\ \ L CARACRAA
Stan Tidman, Senior Planner

Attachments: Figure 3A — Compatibility Map — Auburn Municipal Airport
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l.eah Rosasco, Placer County Planning Depariment
December 21, 2006

Page 4 of 4
Copies: City of Auburn Jack Warren, Public Works Direclor
Jerry Martin, Auburn Municipal Airport Manager
Will Wong, Community Development Director
Sandy Hesnard, Aviation Environmental Pianner, Division of Aeronautics
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Response to Comments from Stan Tidman, Placer County Transportation
Agency
Comment 1 Response: The commenter’s statements about the Placer County Airport Land

Use Compatibility Plan and the requirement that the County comply with provisions of that plan
are noted.

Comment 2 Response: Comments concerning the relationship of the project site to the Auburn
Municipal Airport influence area are noted. It is acknowledged that there are no increased
hazards to the project site associated with airplane overflights.

Comment 3 Response: Comments concerning the relationship of the project site to the Auburn
Municipal Airport influence area are noted.

Comment 4 Response: This comment recommends that the EIR contain a figure showing the
relationship of the project site to the airport and its compatibility zones. A figure showing the
project site in relation to the land use compatibility map for the Auburn Municipal Airport has
been added to EIR Section 2.0 Project Information

Comment 5 Response: This comment suggests the addition of language to the EIR clarifies
the role of the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) in land use decisions. A statement
indicating that the Airport Land Use Comprehensive Plan requires that an Airport Land Use
Commission (ALUC) consistency determination occur before the project is approved has been
added to Section 1.0 of the EIR, which includes a listing of requested entitlements.

Comment 6 Response: The comment describing the role of the ALUC in project approval is
noted.

Comment 7 Response: This comment requests an addition to the References section of the
EIR. Section 6.0 References will be amended to include reference to the Placer County Airport
Land Use Compatibility Plan.
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2.2.13 Comment Letter from David Keyes, Placer County Sheriff

I Placer County Sheriff

PLACER COUNTY

SHERIFF

CORONER-MARSHAL

HAIN GFREE TABGE SUBSTATAON

P.D, SOX 8530 DORANER 1710

AUBJRN CAZIEM TAROE CITY, SA SIS

PH, (53018897800 FAX. [3MM38ETHHY PH.ISI0(5816300  FAXISRO58 18377

LS1 1831

EDWARD ¥, BONNER STEPHEN L. D'ARCY
LNIERDIERE

SHIERF ORORERRARERAL
LAW ENFORCEMENT IMPACT REPORT
Prepared by the Placer County Sheriff’s Department
DAVID KEYES/FIELD OPERATIONS COMMANDER

L NAME OF PROJECT: Bohemia Subdivision (PEIR T20050174)

L LOCATION: Located approx 1% miles north of Aubum city, just east of State
Route 49 (across Canal St), North Auburn.

. AGENICIES/FIRM REQUESTING REPORT:
Maywan Krach
Community Development Resource Agency
3091 County Center Dr, Ste 180
Auburn, CA 95603

IV. COMMERCIAL:
A.
B.

RESIDENTIAL
A,
B. 114 multiple dwelling units x 2.5 = 285 residents

V. BUDGET IMPACT:
A. Personnel (sworn)
1. Attwo {2) Deputies for every 1,000 residents

285 residents = 1,710 Deputy hours for field
{285 res. x 6.0) operations per year
2, Jail deputies = 345 hours per year
(285 res. x 1.21)
Fotal sworn hours per year: 2,055 @53.50 per hour = $109,943.00
B. Personnel (non-sworn) )
1. Dispatch = 11 hours per year
2. Records ® 4 hours per year
3. Clerical = 2 hours per year
Total support personnel hours per year: 17 @36.50 per hour = $621.00
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT -
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C. Equipment
Vehicles, gasoline, maintenance, printing,

Weaponry, training, jail buildings = $36,855.00
VI. ANNUAL BUDGET INCREASE
Sworn Personnel $109,943.00
Support Personnel §  621.00
Equipment, ¢ic. $ 36.855.00
TOTAL PER YEAR $147,419.00

VIL SPECIAL PROBLEMS: none noted.

VIII. RECOMMENDATIONS: Many of the potential crime problems dealing with
circulation systems and structures may be reduced by uiilizing the concepts of
“Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design” (CPTED). By working 1
closely with Jaw enforcement during all stages of this development, design
features that encourage criminal activity can be identified and sclutions found to
mitigate problem designs.

IX. WILL/WILL NOT SERVE:
The Placer County Sheriff’s Department’s ability to handle law enforcement

needs generated by this development are dependant on the Board of 2
Supervisors authorizing funding equivalent to the needs mentioned in this
report, Without the additional personnel, equipment, etc., apprepriate
service will be severely impaired.
EDWARD N. BONNER
SHERIFF/CORONER/MARSHAL
prepared by: A, Rogers/Crime Prevention
Placer County Sheriff/South Placer Substation
916-791-5884 01/11/07
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Response to Comments from David Keyes, Placer County Sheriff

Comment 1 Response: The Department's recommendation to design the project in
accordance with the crime prevention concepts of the publication entitled “Crime Prevention
through Environmental Design” is noted. County staff may elect to apply conditions on the
project that incorporate some or all of these concepts.

Comment 2 Response: The Department's concern about the fiscal impact of the proposed
project is noted.
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2.2.14 Comment Letter from Brad Harris, Placer County Fire
Department

\Placer County Fire Department

STATE OF CALIFORNSA-THE RESGURCES AGENCY
Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governar
5%

PLACER COUNTY FIRE DEPARTMENT I/n Cooperation With:
DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTION
NEVADA-YUBA-PLACER UNIT

Placer County Office of Fire Protection Planning

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 160

Auburn, California 95603

(530) 745-3574 Fax (530) 745-3058

November 29, 2006

Maywan Krach

Placer County CORA, Environmental Coordination Services
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 280

Auburn, California 85603

Project: Bohemia Subdivision
Location: Auburn

The project listed above has been reviewed by this Depariment and the following is a list of
comments and conditions that shall be met prior to approval.

1. This project is within Placer County Fire Departments jurisdiction. Placer County has
adopted the 2001 California Fire Code and any variance to said code shall be approved by

this office.

2. Security gates, if instafled, shall be provided with Fire Department access locks or
switches. Placer County fire department currently uses the KNOX system and applications
are available at this office. Please contact this office prior to installing gates which may
hamper Fire Department Access. 1

3. Fire hydrants are required for this project. Hydrants with a fire flow of 1000 gpm each
from a municipa! supply shall be installed prior to final approval for dwellings under 3,600
square feet. If the dwellings are larger than 3,600 square feet the fire flow shall be 1500
gpm minimum. Hydrant placement shall be approved by this office. Fire hydrants shall be
clearly identified to prevent obstruction by parking or other cbstructions.

4. This project will require an emergency access/egress road be provided. Said road shall
be a minimum of 20' wide, paved and provide access and egress for the subdivision. The
road shall be clearly identified to prevent parking or obstructions. If a gate is installed it shall
be unlocked and approved by this office.

5. Roadways shall meet the applicable Placer County standards. Any variance shall be
approved by this office. Refer to the Placer County Depariment of Public Works general

specifications book.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA-THE RESOURCES AGENCY
Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor
b e OF

PLACER COUNTY FIRE DEPARTMENT in Cooperation With:
DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTION
NEVADA-YUBA-PLACER UNIT

Placer County Office of Fire Protection Planning

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 160

Auburn, California 85603

(530) 745-3574  Fax (530} 745-3058

6. Roadways and water supplies for fire protection shall be installed and made serviceable
prior to and during the time of construction. Grading, slab and foundation construction shall

not be included for this requirement.

7. Building numbers shall be visible from the access street or road fronting the property, 1
clearly visible from both directions of travel on the road/street. Said numbers shall contrast (Cont)

with their background.

8. All driveways shall comply with the requirements PRC 4290“and Piacer County Code.

9, Defensible Space Standards shall be met pursuant to PRC 4291,

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Brad Harris
tUnit Chief

Brad Albertazzi, Captain
Placer County Fire Protection Planning

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 2-67 COUNTY OF PLACER

BOHEMIA SUBDIVISION



Section 2
Comments and Responses

Response to Comments from Brad Harris, Placer County Fire Department

Comment 1 Response: Recommended conditions of project approval cited in this letter are
noted. County staff may elect to include some or all of these as conditions of approval.
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2.2.15 Comment Letter from Rick Ward, California Highway Patrol

\ California Highway Patrol

State of Catifornia—Business, Transportation and Housing Agency  ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIAHIGHWAY PATROL
California Highway Patro!

9440 Indlan Kill Road

Newcastle, CA 95658

{316} 735-3344

{800) 735-2029 (TT/TDG}

{800) 736-2822 (Voice)

January 3, 2007 ' RECEIVED

File No.: 220.}0284.13332.5CH#2005042135
JAN 12 2007

ENVIRGHMENTAL CCORTINATION SERVICES

Ms. Maywan Krach

Placer County Community Development Resource Agency
Environmental Coordination Services

3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, CA 95603

Dear Ms. Krach:

Recently, the California Highway Patrol (CHP) Aubum Area had the opportunity to review the Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the Bohemia Subdivision SCH#2005042135 We believe the growth
discussed witl impact the mission of the CHP of providing safety and service of the public as they use the 1
highway transportation system within Placer County. The project as outlined will increase traffic volume

and impact the State highways and roadways within the eastern portion of Placer County, primarily

Interstate 80 (I-80), and State Route 49 (SR-49).

The effect this project will have over the Auburn CHP Area could be significant in the number of
residents it will attract. The proposed plan 1 approximately 18.5 acres carrently in the
unincorperated area of Placer County. The plan calls for a maximuam of 114 residential units with a
population increase of approximately 305.

The Aubum CHP Area office is responsible for more than 800 square miles of area in west Placer
County, which includes I-80, S.R. 49, SR. 193, S.R. 65, and over 1,100 miles of county roadways. We
currently have 30 Road Patrol Officers assigned to the Auburn CHP Area office to pairol these roadways
24 hours a day, 365 days a year. We are committed o providing the maximum amount of service and
traffic enforcement allowable with our current staffing levels. However, this project will impact our
ability to provide traffic law enforcement services, unless additional staffing is allocated to patrel this

project.

There are no immediate plans to augment the workforce in the Auburn CHP Area Office nor are there
any major roadway projects to significantly increase the traffic capacity of I-80 or SR-49. This is an area
that should be discussed as this project will have an impact on traffic.

in order for the Aubur CHP Area to adequately patro} the Bohemia subdivision, we will need one
additional officer to accommodate this project. The additional is based en the Placer County Sheriff’s
Department's staffing formula for providing law enforcement services within Placer County. The PSCO
formula is 1.3 personnel per 1,000 residents (1.3:1,000). PSCO is responsible for the same geographic

Safety, Service, and Security
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Ms. Maywan Krach
Page 2
January 3, 2007

area as the Auburn CHP Area. PSCO is responsible for handling the enforcement of criminal

investigations and incidents while the Auburn CHP Area is responsible for handling enforcement of 2

traffic investigations and incidents within Placer County. Using PSCO’s staffing formula, the Aubum (Cont)
CHP Area will need one additional officer to provide traffic enforcement, aceident investigation, motor

services, and vehicle theft incidents.

We thank you for allowing our comments regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Report. Through
cooperative partnerships with local, county and State entities the CHP will continue to monitor the
growth within western Placer County and the surrounding cities for its impact on the CHP’s mission.

Sincerely,

RICK WARD, Captain
Commander
Aubumn Area

cc: Assistant Chief Sat Segura, Valley Division
Captain Joe Whiteford, Special Projects Section
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Response to Comments from Rick Ward. California Highway Patrol

Comment 1 Response: The comment that the proposed project will add to traffic on area
streets and highways is noted. Projected traffic impact is fully analyzed in EIR Section 3.11
Transportation.

Comment 2 Response: The potential impact of the project on services provided by the
California Highway Patrol is noted. To date, the County has not implemented a mechanism that
specifically addresses impact of development on State agencies, such as the CHP. Like many
local agencies. The County presumably takes the position that needed funding is derived
through property and highway taxes.

2.3 Public Hearing Comments and Responses

A public hearing on the Draft EIR was held at the Planning Commission on December 14, 2006.
The project was presented and summarized by Placer County Planning Department staff.
Questions were asked by members of the Commission and answered by Planning Department
staff. Comments from the audience and responses are provided below.

Comments from Jess Torres

Mr. Torres expressed concerns about storm drainage and traffic issues. His comments are
contained in two letters included in this report. Responses to comments are provided following
each letter.

Joan Jovan

Ms. Jovan expressed concern about existing traffic conditions, especially at the Luther/Canal
intersection and along highway 49, which would be exacerbated by the proposed project. She
also indicated that her homeowner’s association, Mountain Shadows, had not received proper
and timely notice of the public hearing.

Allan Jovan

Mr. Jovan asked about the proposed affordable housing aspect of the project.

Carl Coleman

Mr. Coleman noted that most of the traffic from the project will go north on Canal Street to
Oakridge rather than to Luther Road, because of congestion at the Luther/Canal intersection.
He also commented that the density of the proposed project, with 3,000- square-foot lots, may

be incompatible with the surrounding development, which averages approximately 8,000-square
foot lots.
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Planning Commissioner Burris

Commissioner Burris noted that the number of travel lanes on Highway 49 varies, resulting in
traffic congestion during peak hours. He expressed concern about the cumulative effect of
approving projects dependent upon Highway 49.

Planning Commissioner Jim Foreman

Commissioner Foreman commented that the possible past use of wood preservatives at the
former lumber mill site should be addressed in the EIR. Dana Wiyninger of the Environmental
Health Department indicated that the risk assessment process with the state Department of
Toxic Substances Control, as described in Mitigation Measure SAFE-1, would include an
evaluation and remediation of any wood treatment constituents of concern.
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